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Status of Claims 

1 . Claims 1-65 have been examined. 

Response to Amendment/Argument 

2. Applicant is of the opinion that Konya doesn't teach requesting a host 
computer system to load payout funds into a payout account associated with a 
payout card and providing a card to the recipient. The Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Konya teaches transferring money into a second account at the 
request of an owner of a first account (abstract). Thus, money is loaded into the 
second account (abstract; figure 7B; column 10, lines 28-41). The Konya system 
also provides a recipient with a payout card (column 11, lines 15-26; column 12, 
lines 20-30). The Applicant points out that the Konya system does not actually 
transfer funds into a second account (column 9, lines 25-37). This analysis, 
however, only applies to the single financial institution embodiment. On the other 
hand when there are multiple institutions, Konya clearly teaches funds stored in a 
second account (column 9, lines 39-65). 

Berg et al. teach a smart card that stores account codes such as a funding 
source (column 8, lines 37-56), therefore the combined prior art of Konya and 
Berg teaches or at least suggests writing an account code to a payout card. 
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Regarding the printing of a code on a receipt the Examiner remains of the 
opinion that this process is old and well-known. 

The following assertion of facts have gone unchallenged and are 
considered admitted prior art: 

• transaction receipts with identification codes printed thereon 

• transaction fees 

• overdraft protection 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claim 65 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Claim 65 recites a payout card that "is anonymous as to the recipient's 
name". Applicant's Specification however, merely recites "anonymous payout 
cards" (Specification, page 6, lines 10-26). 
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5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 30 recites an "anonymous payout card" however, the card has 
identifying information that "includes an account number". Hence, to one of 
ordinary skill the card is not anonymous as the account number can be traced 
back to the name of owner of the account. 

Claim 58 is dedicated to processing performed prior to funds being loaded 
into an account. Therefore, it is not clear to one of ordinary skill how the identity 
of an agent involved in a recipient receiving said funds can be known. 

Claim 58 recites the limitation "the receive transaction" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 60 recites "wherein the payout account is not accessible by the 
sender", however this is. not clear to one of ordinary skill as claim 1, from which 
claim 60 depends, discloses a sender loading funds into an account accessible 
by a recipient. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

8. Claims 1-5, 14-21 , 31-37, 45-49, and 60 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by Konya, U.S. Patent No. 5,937,396. 

As per claims 1-5, 14-21, 34-37, and 60, Konya teaches a money transfer 
transaction comprising: 

• loading payout funds at least equal to an amount to be transferred 
from a sender (or to cover the amount plus a fee) to a recipient into 
a payout account such that the funds are electronically accessible 
to the recipient using a payout card issued to said recipient 
(abstract; figures 6A-7B; column 10, lines 15-61; column 11, lines 
10-26; column 12, lines 35-67) 

• prior to loading funds in a recipient account, storing card identifying 
information, associated with a payout card, and payout funds in a 
host computer system (abstract; figure 1 ; column 7, lines 38-40) 
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• receiving input associated with the payout card, comparing the 
input against data stored in a host computer system and allowing a 
portion of the transferred funds to be accessed (e.g. debited, 
dispensed, etc.) if the input is authenticated (figures 7A-B; column 
11, lines 10-40) 

• a payout card that has been previously issued (figures 7A and B; 
column 11, lines 20-25) 

• storing transaction data on a host computer system wherein the . 
data includes a desired amount of money to be transferred (figures 
6A and B) 

• a recipient payout account that is not accessible by the sender 
(column 9, lines 25-37) 

Regarding the dispensing of currency (claims 14 and 15) (issuance of a 
negotiable instrument or cash) to authorized users it is inherent that a user can 
withdraw an amount from an account less than the amount present. 

As per claims 31-33, Konya teaches entering identifying information 
associated with a card (column 6, lines 42-50), loading funds into a payout 
account associated with the payout card that correspond to an amount to be 
transferred (figure 6B) and providing a recipient with a payout card (figure 7B). 
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Regarding the dispensing of currency (claims 32 and 33) (issuance of a 
negotiable instrument or cash) to authorized users it is 
inherent that a user can withdraw an amount from an account less than the 
amount present. 

As per claims 45-49, Konya teaches a money transfer system that 
comprises a host system, a terminal with a card reader for receiving identifying 
data, and the host system verifying the identifying data prior to loading money 
into a recipient payout account (figures 1 , 2 and 6A-7B). The host system of 
Konya also receives, from a sender, and stores card identifying data associated 
with the payout card (column 6, lines 42-51), and determines whether a receiver 
is allowed to access funds by comparing card identifying data from a recipient 
with card data from the sender (figures 7A-B). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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10. Claims 6, 22, 38, and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Konya, U.S. Patent No. 5,937,396 in view of Berg et al., U.S. 
Patent No. 6,394,343. 

As per claims 6, 22, 38, and 50, Konya teaches a method of electronically 
transferring funds to a recipient using a card (abstract). In order to access 
transferred money a recipient needs to provide the user with an account code 
(figures 7A and B). However, Konya does not specifically recite the type of card. 
Berg et al. teach a smart card for conducting financial transactions (abstract) 
such as money transfers (column 3, lines 20-67). More specifically, Berg et al. 
teach a smart card that stores account codes (column 8, lines 37-56). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to combine the teachings of 
Konya and Berg et al. in order to allow smart card owners to maintain a secure 
record of cash transactions ('343, column 8, lines 45-46). 

11. Claims 7-13, 23-29, 39-41, and 51-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Konya, U.S. Patent No. 5,937,396 and Berg et al., 
U.S. Patent No. 6,394,343 as applied to claim 6, 22, 38, and 50 above, and 
further in view of Cooper et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,736,314. 

As per claims 7-13, 23-29, 39-41, and 51-53, Konya teaches a method of 
electronically transferring funds to a recipient using a card (abstract). In order to 
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access transferred money a recipient needs to provide the user with an account 
code (figures 7A and B). However, neither Konya nor Berg et al. specifically 
recite using an account code and a transaction code to authenticate a recipient. 
Berg et al. teach a method for conducting financial transactions using smart 
cards (abstract; column 3, lines 20-67; column 8, lines 37-56). Cooper et al. 
teach a method and system for transferring money using an account code and an 
identification code (column 7, lines 14-31; column 8, lines 28-58) where said 
codes are stored on a host computer system (column 7, lines 14-31) and using 
said codes to authenticate a recipient (column 8, lines 27-53). Cooper et al. also 
teach transaction fees (column 5, lines 10-33). Regarding printing the 
identification code on a receipt, the Examiner takes Official Notice that ATMs 
receiving identification codes at a remotely stored database and printing said 
identification codes such as account' numbers and user names on receipts is old 
and well known. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to 
combine the teachings of Konya, Berg et al. and Cooper et al. in order to 
decrease the potential of fraud by requiring recipients to provide multiple forms of 
authentication ('314, figure 6). 

12. Claims 10-13, 26-29, 42-44, 54-59 and 61-64 rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Konya, U.S. Patent No. 5,937,396. 
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As per claims 10-13, 26-29, 42-44 and 54-56, Konya discloses ATM 
machines, and bank accounts, while transaction fees associated with 
financial transactions at ATMs and accounts are old and well-known. Hence, 
Konya at least suggests to one of ordinary skill loading sufficient funds to cover 
the cost of performing a financial transaction. Further, Konya also teaches a host 
system verifying a sender's account balance prior to performing a money transfer 
(figure 6B), and if the account lacks sufficient funds, the sender is allowed to 
perform another transaction (column 10, lines 37-41 ). Hence, Konya at least 
suggests the ability to make a deposit into an account. "Overdraft Protection" 
(claim 54) is also old and well-known. Konya also teaches calculating transaction 
fees (column 9, lines 25-36). 

As per claim 30, Konya et al. teach a money transfer method and system 
that comprises initiating and fulfillment terminals (figures 1 , and 7A-B). The 
Konya system further comprises receiving storing transaction and card identifying 
data at a host computer (figures 6A and B), receiving transaction [card] 
identifying data (e.g. account number) from a first receive transaction terminal in 
communication with a host system and comparing the identifying data (e.g. 
account balance) against amount of money to be transferred (figures 6A and B). 
Regarding transaction fees, Konya discloses ATM machines, and bank accounts, 
while transaction fees associated with financial transactions at ATMs and 
accounts are old and well-known. Hence, Konya at least suggests to one of 
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ordinary skill loading sufficient funds to cover the cost of performing a financial 
transaction. Further, Konya also teaches a host system verifying a sender's 
account balance prior to performing a money transfer (figure 6B), and if the 
account lacks sufficient funds, the sender is allowed to perform another 
transaction (column 10, lines 37-41). Hence, Konya at least suggests the ability 
to make a deposit into an account. Konya also teaches calculating transaction 
fees (column 9, lines 25-36). 

As per claims 57, 58, 63 and 64 Konya teaches a recipient with a 
previously assigned (e.g. identified with a particular bank or financial institution) 
payout card (column 11, lines 15-26; column 12, lines 20-30). Therefore, a priori 
a user is determined as eligible to participate in whatever transactions are 
available to owners of said payment card (e.g. bill pay, withdrawing funds, 
balance transfers, receiving funds, etc.). 

As per claims 59, 61 and 62, Konya teaches issuing a payment card to a 
user who does not previously have one (column 12, lines 20-30). Hence, it would 
have been obvious in light of the teachings of Konya for a recipient to have a 
card issued at the time of the receive transaction. 

13. Claim 65 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Konya, U.S. Patent No. 5,937,396 in view of Ballard, U.S. Patent No. 6,032,137. 
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As per claim 65, Konya teaches issuing a payment card to a user who 
does not previously have one (column 12, lines 20-30). However, Konya does 
not specifically recite anonymous payout cards. Ballard teaches anonymous 
payout cards (abstract; column 4, lines 12-19; column 7, lines 4-18). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to combine the teachings of 
Konya and Ballard in order to allow users to conduct transactions in private ('137, 
column 4, lines 15-20) 

Conclusion 

14. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 

presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
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the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

1 5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 

the Examiner should be directed to Calvin Loyd Hewitt II whose telephone 
number is (703) 308-8057. The Examiner can normally be reached on Monday- 
Friday from 8:30 AM-5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
Examiner's supervisor, James P. Trammell, can be reached at (703) 305-9768. 
Any response to this action should be mailed to: 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
c/o Technology Center 2100 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(703) 305-7687 (for formal communications intended for entry and 
after-final communications), 

or: 

(703) 746-5532 (for informal or draft communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park 5, 
2451 Crystal Drive, 7th Floor Receptionist. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 



308-1113. 



Calvin Loyd Hewitt II 
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